Introduction
Ethnic security fears are one of the main preconditions for ethnic violence (Brass 2003; Lake and Rothschild 1998) . Understanding the factors that are associated with security fears therefore has the potential to provide insights into the conditions under which attempts to mobilise violence are likely to be successful or not. Yet relatively little is known about the determinants of security fears. Which types of people tend to feel most vulnerable about riots and mob violence? Is it to do with majority or minority ethnic status? And under what conditions are security fears heightened? Reliable answers to these questions are currently lacking.
In this article we provide a clear evidential basis on which to evaluate some key claims that have been made about the political foundations of ethnic security fears. We show that the structure of political competition at the local level in ethnic party systems is closely associated with collective fears for the future. In particular, we show that in North India security fears are very much higher for people living in constituencies characterised by multiparty competition than for people living in constituencies characterised by two party competition. The reason for this, we suggest, is that multiparty competition in ethnic party systems tends to be more ethnically divisive than in two party systems, making groups more uncertain about their position and prospects for the future.
In generating our hypotheses we draw on two clear implications from the logic of ethnic identification and political competition. First, ethnic identities can be fluid and endogenous to competitive politics (Chandra 2005 , Eifert et al 2010 . Accordingly the extent to which ethnic divisions are salient depends at least in part upon the extent to which political parties mobilise along ethnic lines (see also Posner 2004) . Second, multi party competition provides electoral incentives for parties to make narrow social appeals. When a party faces at least two other viable competitors, building broad social coalitions becomes risky, as it is possible for one or both of the other competitors to undercut one's support base by making more direct overtures to narrower segments of society (Chhibber and Nooruddin 2004) . This means that parties are not only more likely to target voters with club goods, but in doing so political conflicts over access to state resources may be reproduced at the local level as social conflict and antagonism between the different parties' main support groups. In multi party contests social relations between different communities are thus more likely to be tense, and, accordingly security fears are more likely to be high. This paper differs from previous research in that it focuses on ethnic security fears rather than actual ethnic conflict. This is important for a variety of reasons. According to Brass (2003: 357) most instances of ethnic violence and riots are anticipated. They are not spontaneous events but tend to be preceded by an uneasy suspense: "a kind of smouldering fire that can erupt into flames over any kind of incident" (ibid). Similarly Lake and Rothchild (1998: 4) argue that ethnic conflict is most commonly caused by collective fears of the future. As groups begin to fear for their physical safety, a series of dangerous and difficultto-resolve strategic dilemmas arise that contain within them the potential for violence. Accordingly, ethnic activists and political entrepreneurs reinforce these fears of physical insecurity and cultural domination and polarise society, driving groups further apart. When fears of physical insecurity emerge violence can and often does erupt. As Lake and Rothschild observe, these within group and between group interactions can "produce a toxic brew of distrust and suspicion that can explode into murderous violence " (1998: 4) . It is thus important to understand the conditions under which these security fears emerge.
Thus, rather than looking just at Hindu-Muslim relations specifically we examine the structure of security fears more generally. This paper also differs from many previous studies in that it focuses on local level factors rather than state level or country level factors. This too is important in a number of respects. Ethnic violence in India is "highly locally concentrated" (Varshney 2001: 371) . As Varshney explains, state (and national) politics provides the context within which the local mechanisms linked with violence are activated. To understand the causes of ethnic security fears then we must investigate these local mechanisms. Moreover, in first past the post (single-member simple plurality, SMSP) electoral systems, the effective arena of contestation is the constituency. The number of parties competing at the constituency level affects the size of the minimum winning coalition needed to win office, and as the size of the minimum winning coalition changes parties strategic incentives also change. Examining the local level thus provides an opportunity to explore how these different types of contest indirectly influence social relations and security fears on the ground.
In order to study these issues we draw on data collected in Uttar Pradesh (UP), North India. Uttar Pradesh is India's largest state, with a population of close to 200 million and represents an important case study to test our hypotheses for a number of reasons. Firstly, India -and UP in particular -occupies a prominent position in much of the literature on ethnic conflict. Uttar Pradesh has a long history of ethnic violence, and much has been written about the Ramjanmabhumi issue in Ayodhya (the liberation of Ram's birthplace) which led to the demolition of the Babri Masjid in December 1992 and widespread violence (Nandy et al. 1995; Van der Veer 1994 Horowitz (2000: 291) has labelled an ethnic party system, where "parties derive their support overwhelmingly from an identifiable ethnic group (or cluster of ethnic groups) and serves the interests of that group".
2 Ethnic outbidding is a well-known dynamic in ethnically divided democracies (Horowitz, 1985; Rabushka and Shepsle, 1972; Rothschild, 1981) and parties compete with each other to be the best defender of their ethnic group.
This competition can cause groups to fear one another (Saideman et al 2001) .
Thirdly, despite using a first past the post (single-member simple plurality, SMSP) electoral system, Uttar Pradesh is also characterised by multi-party competition. (Heath 1999) , and Congress, which is the only party to lack a distinctive ethnic base (Heath and Yadav 1999). 4 Uttar Pradesh thus provides a good opportunity to explore the link between variations in the structure of party competition at the local level and security fears in an ethnic party system, while holding other important factors constant that may be associated with security fears, such as electoral system, incumbent government, level of economic development, historical background and other state level factors. These conditions have the potential to offer valuable insights on the impact of local level political factors on ethnic security fears, which may have wider relevance for understanding the political production of ethnic security in other ethnic party systems in India and around the world.
The paper proceeds as follow. In the first section we review the relevant literature on issues related to ethnic security fears and how this has been applied to the Indian context. From this discussion, we derive a set of hypotheses that are tested in the last section using data from the 2009 Indian National Election Study, conducted by the Centre for the Study of Developing Societies (CSDS). Finally, we conclude by presenting the implications of our findings and by suggesting avenues for further research.
Multiparty competition and ethnic security fears
Previous research on ethnic conflict suggests two main ways in which the structure of political competition may also be related to ethnic security fears. In recent years, a growing body of research has examined the making of 'violent entrepreneurs' and the ways in which That is, security fears are not higher because parties are directly trying to precipitate acts of violence, but rather when ethnic groups are political rivals rather than political allies both groups become more fearful of the other and fearful of the future. By contrast ethnic groups will be more secure if they have access to decision makers, if they can block harmful government policies, and if they can veto potentially damaging decisions. Accordingly, the extent to which different ethnic groups are incorporated within political parties may serve to limit or enhance the threat felt by various groups. Local party systems that incorporate different ethnic groups and provide collective representation for different groups may therefore be more likely to limit security fears.
Whereas in two party contests, parties have to reach out at the local level and appeal to a broad cross section of society in order to secure a winning majority, in multiparty contests the threshold for victory is much lower, sometimes as little as 25%, and so parties can secure victory by mobilising and appealing to a much narrower section of society. In other words, as the size of the minimum winning coalition changes parties strategic incentives also change. Chhibber and Nooruddin (2004: 163) argue that when a party faces at least two other viable competitors, building broad coalitions becomes risky, as it is possible for one or both of the other competitors to undercut one's support base by making more direct overtures to narrower segments of society. Political parties in multiparty contests therefore need to make appeals to "vote banks" and particular support groups. Chhibber and Nooruddin (2004) show that in multiparty states in India, needing only a plurality of votes to win, parties use club rather than public goods to mobilize smaller segments of the population. They also note that in multi party states, voters are more likely to say that parties represent a specific caste, and that local caste relations are conflictual rather than consensual (ibid 179).
This has clear implications for thinking about how local level campaigning may indirectly influence social relations since the size of the minimum winning coalition is determined at the constituency level. When there is a strong link between ethnic identity and partisan support, the distinction between political identities and social identities becomes more blurred. For example, the SP is frequently referred to as a 'Yadav' party (the Yadav parivar -or Yadav family), and the BSP is frequently referred to as a Dalit or Scheduled Caste party. In order to secure symbolic and material gains people tend to vote for caste-based parties by conducting ethnic head counts (and voting for parties which contain members of their ethnic community) rather than by comparing policy platforms (Chandra, 2004) . Accordingly elections are frequently seen as a good way to get what you can for your own community, and -importantly -as a good way to try and prevent other communities from taking away from you what you already have (see Michelutti and Heath 2013) . Under these conditions, there is thus greater potential for political conflicts over access to state resources to be reproduced at the local level as social conflict and antagonism between the different parties' main support groups. In multi party contests social relations between different communities are thus more likely to be tense, and, accordingly security fears are more likely to be high.
Hypotheses
As discussed above then, the main hypothesis that we test is whether in ethnic party systems, security fears are higher for people living in multi party constituencies (H1). Since the threshold required for victory is lower in multi party seats, parties can appeal to and mobilise a narrow section of society. Accordingly harmonious ethnic relations are harder to sustain when ethnic groups are political rivals rather than political allies, and so security fears will tend to be higher.
Of course, to examine the independent impact of the structure of political competition on security fears it is necessary to take into account other factors that might be of potential causal significance, and which may be either directly (or indirectly) associated with the effective number of parties. Drawing on previous work we therefore also test a number of additional hypotheses. Following Horrowitz (2000), Wilkinson (2004) and others we examine whether security fears are associated with social demography, and specifically the size of the Muslim population in the Constituency (H2a). Several studies have argued that the relative balance between the majority and minority community is an important predictor of conflict, because the size of the minority community increases the majority's sense of threat (Wilkinson 2004 ) which may in turn heighten ethnic security fears. In addition, according to Posner (2004) the political salience of ethnic difference is contingent on the size of the group in question. To investigate these claims we examine the extent to which security fears are higher in constituencies where there is a large Muslim population.
In addition, following the large literature on whether social diversity influences a range of outcomes, such as social trust (Putnam 2007) , democracy (Fish and Brooks 2004) and civil war (Ellingsen 2000) , we also examine whether security fears are higher in socially diverse constituencies, based on the size and number of the principal caste-community formations in the state.
Following Brass (2003) , Varshney (2001 Varshney ( , 2002 and numerous others we also examine whether security fears tend to be higher among people living in constituencies which have experienced high levels of violent unrest in the recent past (H3). It is well known that violence begets violence, and, as Varshney (2001: 370) observes, the geographical dimension of violent outbreaks constitutes 'a puzzling empirical regularity', where "despite ethnic diversity, some places (regions, nations, towns, villages) manage to remain peaceful, whereas others experience enduring patterns of violence." Barry Posen (1993) makes a similar point and argues that if violence has occurred in the past, then affected groups will be more likely to think that their security is at risk. Chaim Kaufmann (1996: 173) goes even further and doubts whether it is in "anyone's power to resolve ethnic hatreds once there has been large-scale violence." Accordingly, we would expect security fears to be much higher in 'riot prone' places.
Following Wilkinson (2004) and Eifert et al (2010), we examine whether security fears tend to be higher among people living in constituencies with close political contests (H4). Regardless of whether political elites directly try to orchestrate violence, if -as Eifert et al (2010: 495) argue -the role that ethnicity plays is to secure an advantage in the competition for power, then it is likely to be most useful, and to become most salient as a social identity, during elections that are closely fought. We would therefore expect that if ethnic identities are more salient, then ethnic divisions may also be more pronounced, which could in turn lead to higher security fears.
Lastly, drawing on Varshney (2001 Varshney ( , 2002 , we also examine the extent to which security fears are related to the ethnic character of civil society. Varshney distinguishes between interethnic and intraethnic associations, and whereas the former help to build bridges and manage tensions, the latter do not. Interethnic networks of engagement can help to regulate and manage tensions and conflicts because they connect individuals from different ethnic backgrounds, build trust, and encourage reciprocity, which -as Varshney argues help to "nip rumors, small clashes, and tensions in the bud" (2001: 378). Building on this idea we examine whether people active in associational forms of engagement (such as sports clubs, reading clubs and other civic associations) exhibit lower security fears than people who are not members of such organisations. We might anticipate that security fears will not only be lower for people active in these forms of associational engagement themselves, but that fears will, on average, also be lower for all people living in areas characterised by high levels of associational engagement.
We also examine whether members of intraethnic caste-based and religious organisations (such as caste or religious associations) exhibit higher security fears than people who are not members of such organisations. Caste associations have been active channels through which political mobilisation has taken place, and accordingly those people who have been directly exposed to such caste-based mobilisation may feel more threatened by and suspicious of other communities.
Measuring Ethnic Security Fears
Our first task is to examine the structure of security fears in the Indian context in order to ascertain whether they contain a specifically ethnic component, related to the sort of within group and between group interactions which may lead to collective fears of the future discussed above. To test these expectations of whether attitudes toward security fears are uni-dimensional, or whether we can identify specific ethnic security concerns we need a dataset with a large number of items that tap into these issues. In addition to these high-impact, episodic forms of ethnic violence, we also examine more mundane every day concerns to do with physical attack, harassment and robbery. Are concerns about these everyday episodes of violence and intimidation related to concerns about large scale acts of ethnic violence? There is some reason to suspect that they be.
Everyday episodes of violence and intimidation frequently occur along ethnic lines, and are 6 Moreover in terms of the numbers of victims of domestic terrorism -those injured, harmed or killed -India ranks second only to Iraq with 10,926 casualties between 1998 and 2006; nearly double the rate of the third-ranked country, Russia.
a ready feature of social life (Michelutti 2008 , Berenschot 2011 . According to Brass (1997: 16) these grievances, frustrations and discriminations are an important part of the 'riot system' and episodes of assault, violence and robbery may stoke up local level security fears, making groups more fearful about the future. By contrast, we do not anticipate that the other items, which emphasise interactions within the family and the state, will load on to the same ethnic security dimension.
Our measurement strategy has two stages. Firstly, using exploratory factor analysis (EFA) of all available questions, we establish that these items load on two different attitude dimensions. 7 To further confirm the existence and nature of these two dimensions and check the robustness of the EFA results, we perform a confirmatory factor analysis (CFA).
This is a more stringent test of the existence of two dimensions. We directly test whether constraining specific items to load on one dimension and not the other produces important misfits between our model and the data. The first latent variable, which we identify as referring to ethnic security fears, includes items on large scale episodic acts that have a specific ethnic dimension such as mob violence and terrorism, as well as mundane everyday acts of physical attack, harassment and robbery, that may be interpreted as forming part of the 'riot system'. The second latent variable lacks such a clear meaning and includes the items on domestic violence and the police, army and security services. To reflect this ambiguity we label this latent variable as referring to other security fears, though we should note that the factor loadings are not particularly strong, which further suggests that the latent variable is not particularly well defined. However, for the purposes of our analysis the important point is that these items do not load on to the ethnic security dimension and we 7 Following standard practice when estimating SEMS we use the EM algorithm to treat missing values.
can therefore be confident that our variable of interest is measuring security fears that have a specific ethnic dimension rather than just security fears in general.
We test several alternative models, with the best fitting model presented in Figure 1 . 8 Inspection of the modification indices reveals that there may be additional sources of covariation between the indicators that load on to the ethnic security latent variable. These suggest the presence of two potential sub-dimensions of ethnic security fears, relating to fears about large scale episodic events (mobs and terrorism) and mundane everyday events (harassment, physical attack and robbery). Allowing the error variances of these indicators to co-vary significantly improves the fit to the data and the resulting fit indices are all good, comfortably falling within an acceptable range.
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Figure 1 about here
These factor analyses show that a uni-dimensional view of security fears does not hold up in the data. Instead, and in accordance with our expectation, we can identify security fears that have a specific ethnic dimension, though it is also possible to sub-divide these ethnic security fears into episodic and everyday fears. For our main dependent variable we use the overall measure of ethnic security fears (which has a mean of zero and a standard deviation of one). However, as a robustness check we also replicate our analysis on the different subdimensions of ethnic security fears to see if there is any difference between the effect of party competition on episodic security fears and everyday security fears. By way of comparison we also examine the residual category of general security fears (examining each item separately), which according to our theory should be empirically unrelated to party competition since they lack a clear ethnic dimension. We also replicate our analysis on each of the individual items that comprise the ethnic security latent variable.
In order to examine the determinants of these security fears our key independent variables at the individual level are education, 10 age, sex, economic status, 11 caste-community, and associational involvement in civic and caste/religious organisations. We control for castecommunity to investigate whether security fears are higher among minority ethnic groups, Turning to the constituency level variables we can see that the riot history term is positive (b=0.34 in Model 1) and highly significant. Understandably, people who live in places where there have been serious outbreaks of violence tend to be much more concerned about security issues than people who live in relatively peaceful areas. However, even taking this into account, the effective number of parties has a significant and substantively strong impact on security fears. There is thus strong support for our core hypothesis that ethnic security fears are shaped by the structure of party competition. The ENP term is positive (b=0.26) and highly significant. This indicates that ethnic security fears are much greater among people living in multi party constituencies than among people living in two party constituencies. The effects of a 1 to 5 change in the number of effective parties on the party competition variable yields an increase of 1.4 points in the level of ethnic security fears.
However, there is little support for the idea that ethnic security fears are higher when electoral contests are competitive. The coefficient for victory margin is small and does not have a significant association with security fears. 16 Similarly, the social composition of the constituency does not have much of an impact on ethnic security fears, and although the direction of the coefficients for Muslim population size are in the expected direction they do not achieve statistical significance. 17 The social diversity term is not significant either and the coefficient is very close to zero. Security fears are not any higher among people living in socially mixed areas than they are among people living in more socially homogenous areas.
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As a robustness check we replicate our model with different specifications of the dependent variable, distinguishing between ethnic security fears related to large scale episodic events, such as mob riots and terrorism (Model 2), and more mundane forms of everyday harassment and intimidation (Model 3). If security fears are mobilised by elites directly, then the effects of multi party competition may exert a stronger influence on security fears related to riots and terrorism since these acts of ethnic violence are more often politically motivated, and so fears may be more prone to political manipulation.
However, if security fears are a bi-product of multi-party competition and are an indirect consequence of different social groups being mobilised in opposition to each other, which then makes people more fearful of everyday social interactions, we would also expect a strong and significant effect on the more mundane forms of every day fears as well. By contrast, multiparty competition should exert a somewhat weaker impact on domestic and state security fears since these issues are less closely related to ethnic mobilisation.
Table 1 about here
We can see that the parameter estimates for each of the first three models are very similar.
Caste association, riot history and multiparty competition all have a similar effect on the 17 We also tested for cross-level interactions between caste-community group and size of Muslim population, but none of the terms were significant. 18 We also tested for interaction effects between social diversity and party system format, but these were not significant. different specifications of ethnic security fears and the magnitude of the coefficients are very similar across the models (although the coefficient for caste association is imprecisely estimated in model 3 and does not reach conventional levels of significance). By way of comparison the structure of domestic and state security fears are somewhat different. They are not related to membership of caste associations -so lack the ethnic dimension; they are not related to riot history -and so lack the conflict dimension; are not related to party competition -and so lack the political dimension. Interestingly however, fears about domestic violence are somewhat lower amongst people who participate in civil society associations, perhaps indicating that some of these organisations act as a valuable source of support.
As one additional robustness check we also replicate our model on each of the separate indicators that make up our ethnic security variable to see if there are any important differences between them. Once again we can see that the main findings hold up well, and although there is some slight variation in the magnitude and significance of the main predictors, the effect of ENP is remarkably consistent and is significant and in the expected direction in each of the models. By contrast there is some slight variation between the models in terms of the significance of the riot history variable and the caste association variable. Although in the expected direction, the coefficient for riot history is imprecisely estimated and does not reach conventional levels of significance in model 4, where the dependent variable is fears about theft and robbery; and the coefficient for caste association does not reach significance in model 1, where the dependent variable is fears about riots and mob violence. In addition there are some modest caste-community effects in Model 3: Yadavs are significantly less concerned about physical attack and harassment than Scheduled Castes. This is perhaps not surprising, as Scheduled Castes still -even today -suffer caste discrimination and are frequently the victims of day to day harassment. Lastly, the margin of victory term is significant and positive in Model 2: people living in less competitive constituencies tend to be more concerned about terrorism. This is slightly counter-intuitive, and given that it is only a one-off finding it is probably worth not reading too much into it. Indeed, given the single items are more likely to be affected by measurement error than the latent constructs we should treat the results with some caution. However, the main point is that even when we disaggregate ethnic security fears in this way the main finding of ENP still holds.
These results support our central hypothesis that party competition influences ethnic security fears specifically, rather than just feelings of insecurity more generally. One final consideration though is to what extent variations in the structure of party competition are actually a cause of ethnic security fears as opposed to being a response to ethnic security fears. An alternative causal narrative is that party systems are more fragmented in constituencies characterized by high levels of insecurity. Thus, in places where there are high levels of ethnic security fears it is harder for parties to build the broad social coalitions that underpin two party contests. There is thus an issue of endogeneity that we must address in order to have confidence in our results.
When reciprocal causation is suspected, a common approach is to use Two-stage least-squares (2SLS) estimation and to instrument the endogenous variable (Sovey and Green 2010) . In effect this involves replacing the problematic independent variable with a variable that is unaffected by the outcome. A good instrument therefore needs to be correlated with the endogenous variable but not caused by the dependent variable. A common strategy is to use lags of the endogenous variable (Sovey and Green 2011) .
Although not ideal, the idea is that while levels of ethnic security fears may influence the effective number of parties and vice versa it is less likely that current levels of ethnic security fears can influence past effective number of parties.
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The use of a lagged instrument is particularly appropriate for the task at hand since In order to estimate the 2SLS model we aggregate individual level ethnic security fears to the level of the constituency. This allows us to explore whether the level of security fears in a constituency influences the effective number of parties and vice versa. For the 2SLS models, we estimate two structurally related equations:
Ethnic Security fears = β0 + β1 * (ENP) + β2 * (Muslim%) + β3 * (Riots) + β4 * (Social
19 The counter argument would be that anticipated levels of ethnic security would influence current effective number of parties. Although we cannot rule out this possibility, it is plausible that parties react more to current levels of security fears than anticipated levels of security fears. 20 In addition since the effective number of parties prior to delimitation does not have a direct influence on ethnic security fears it can be used to obtain consistent estimates of the effects of party competition 21 In order to match constituencies from before and after delimitation we disaggregate parliamentary constituencies into assembly segments and use the Indian Electoral Commission matching file to find their equivalent in 2004, and then aggregate the assembly segments into the parliamentary constituencies that they formed then. Overall we were able to match respondents in our sample from all but one assembly segment in this way.
ethnic security fears in a constituency expected from competition involving one effective party more, controlling for the other factors in the model. Table 3 reports the results from an OLS and a 2SLS model. The OLS estimates from Model 1 replicate the findings from our previous analysis and show that ENP is a significant predictor of ethnic security fears. As we mentioned above though, endogeneity poses a problem for these results since contemporaneous ethnic security fears may be jointly determined by party competition.
Table 3 about here
We thus turn to 2SLS estimates. For an instrument to be valid, it must satisfy the conditions of relevance and exogeneity. The instruments pass the standard tests. 22 The 2SLS estimation shows the marginal effects of party competition to be both statistically significant and substantively important. It is also worth noting that when we use the IV in model 2 the coefficient on parties becomes larger, which is what we would expect to happen when we filter out the contamination from the reverse causation. These estimates signify a process in which levels of ethnic security are responding to the structure of political competition rather than the other way round.
Conclusion
In this contribution we provide the first large scale investigation into the sources of ethnic security fears in India. We show that individual level variation in ethnic security fears has a strong geographical structure. In line with previous theoretical work we find that people living in 'riot prone' areas tend to exhibit substantially higher collective fears of the future.
This finding is reassuring for the validity of the study, though not wholly unexpected.
However, even taking this factor into account, our findings also show that the structure of party competition has a significant impact on ethnic security fears. In particular, in ethnic party systems, security fears are much higher among people living in constituencies characterised by multi party competition. This finding goes against prior theoretical expectations which have tended to regard multiparty systems as having a moderating effect on ethnic divisions -at least insofar as they relate to ethnic violence (Wilkinson 2004 (Wilkinson , 2005 .
However, higher security fears in multiparty systems should not be surprising.
Whereas in two party contests, parties have to reach out at the local level and appeal to a broad cross section of society in order to secure a winning majority, in multiparty contests the threshold for victory is much lower, and so parties can secure victory by mobilising and appealing to a much narrower section of society. Accordingly harmonious ethnic relations are harder to sustain when ethnic groups are political rivals rather than political allies, and so collective fears tend to be higher.
These findings help to develop existing theory in a number of ways. Previous research on ethnic violence has emphasised how the incentives for political elites to orchestrate violence can vary according to the structure of political competition. Our findings show that in a different way the structure of party competition also has an indirect influence on the potential responsiveness of the public to such appeals. Security fears are widely seen as a precondition for ethnic violence, and although multiparty competition may reduce elite incentives to orchestrate violence directly, it does not appear to do so without a cost. In the process multiparty competition divides communities locally, making harmonious relations harder to sustain.
This point has wider implications for our understanding of how different institutional arrangements influence the production of ethnic violence. For a long time electoral systems which encouraged multipartyism, such as PR, were seen as an effective means of reducing ethnic conflict as they ensured group representation which could then lead to power sharing arrangements. However, one drawback with this system is that parties that represent only one ethnic group have clear incentives to play up ethnicity and harden ethnic divisions at election time rather than to build cross-ethnic coalitions (Selway and Templeman 2012) . For this reason, scholars such as Donald Horowitz (2004) 
